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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in responsible to communication filed on 5/22/2006. 

2. Claims 1-25 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rangan et al. (6,006,265 hereinafter Rangan) in view of Wachob (5,155,591 hereinafter 
Wachob). 

With respect to claims 1-6, 8-21 , Rangan teaches a method transmitting 
multimedia from a network server information over a data network (Abstract). Detecting 
at least one system user logged into a network server through a connection established 
over the data network from a remotely located computer and identifying an IP address 
associated with the connection of the remotely located computer with the network 
server, and presenting one or more hypertext links which are selectable so as to view a 
selected multimedia presentation (See figure 1 and 2); receiving through a screen 
display demographic information for at least one system user and using the IP address 
to access at least one database to retrieve demographic information stored therein 
associated with the at least one system user (col. 20, lines 52-60); based on the 
selected hypertext link accessing the selected multimedia presentation in a computer 
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memory and transmitting the selected multimedia presentation information from the 
network server over the connection to the remotely located computer (Figure 6). 

With respect to detecting an inserted commercial break during the transmission 
of the multimedia presentation and based on the demographic infomiation associated 
with the system user accessing a commercial database and retrieving and transmitting 
the commercial to the user during the commercial break. Rangan teaches on the fly 
targeted commercials or video clips insertion based on user profiles and demographics 
(col.7, lines 28-31 and col. 20, lines 52-60). Rangan does not specifically teach 
detecting a commercial break. Wachob teaches providing demographically targeted 
television commercials responsive to the commercial break portion of the television 
signal for selecting and retrieving the commercial based on the viewer's demographic 
(see Figure 3). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of Applicant's invention to have included the teachings of Wachob of detecting a 
commercial break in order to transmit the targeted commercial insertion of Rangan 
because such a modification would help schedule the commercials insertions. 

Claims 22-25 further recite a schedule database to schedule the multimedia 
information. Official notice is taken that it is old and well known to schedule when 
certain information is to be scheduled in order to designate a fixed time for an event. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to have included a schedule database to schedule the multimedia information 
in order to achieve the above mentioned advantage. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant argues that Rangan doesn't teach that demographic information for the 
at least one system user is received through a screen display. The Examiner 
disagrees with Applicant because Rangan. on column, 29. lines 35-39 teaches that the 
user's Information or interests is obtained from information received from the user 
pertaining to his or her interests based on the user's click-throughs on hyperlinks and on 
the user's on-line purchases. The information is being received through a screen 
display. 

5. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413. 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091 . 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

6. In response to applicant's argument that Wachob is nonanalogous art, it has 
been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, 
if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant 
was concemed, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed 
invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, Wachob is pertinent to solving the problem with which Applicant is concerned 
which is transmitting targeted infomriation to the users during a commercial break (see 
Figure 3 of Wachob). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/001 .662 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3622 

7. With respect to claims 2-6 and 8-1 1 , Applicant argues that Rangan does not 
teach monitoring a system user's computer to accumulate demographic infomnation. 
The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because Rangan, on column, 29, lines 35-39 
teaches that the monitoring the user's computer in order to obtain user's information 
such as user's click-throughs on hyperlinks and on the user's on-line purchases. 

8. With respect to Applicant's arguments that Wachob doesn't teach detecting a 
commercial break. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because Wachob teaches 
on Figure 3, Item 154 that the system determines if a commercial is about to occur? And 
if it demographic infomriation is available for the user at step 158, then retrieving 
targeted commercials based on the user's information. 

9. With respect to claim 9, Applicant argues that the references do not teach 
querying the system user to provide demographic information, the Examiner disagrees 
because Wachob teaches that the demographic data can be input by a user remotely 
(see Wachob's Abstract). 

10. With respect to claim 1 1 , Applicant argues that the references do not teach 
receiving a login ID from the user. The Examiner disagrees with Applicant because in 
Rangan the user logs into the network so therefore an identifier must exist. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 22, Applicant argues that neither Rangan nor Wachob 
teach a schedule database for storing the screen display which are presentable in which 
the user enters demographic information. The combination of Rangan and Wachob 
teach obtaining, storing and retrieving the user's demographic information that was 

4 

input by the user, and retrieving the demographic infomnation so that it can be matched 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/001 ,662 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3622 

with the targeted commercial (see Rangan col. 29, lines 35-39 and Wachob Figure 3 
and Abstract). With respect to the Official notice taken that a schedule database is well 
known. Since, Applicant didn't command a proper challenge that would at least cast 
reasonable doubt on the fact taken notice of, the Official notice is sustained. See MPEP 
2144.03 where In re Boon is mentioned. 

12. The Examiner had addressed, all the claims limitations in the non-final rejection 
mailed on 5/22/2006, so therefore this office action is been made final. 

Conclusion 

13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raquel Alvarez whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6715. The examiner can nomially be reached on 9:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric w. Stamber can be reached on (571)272-6724. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infonnation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571^-1000. 
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